
 

MEETING: PARKLANE PARK LOO – SITING ALTERNATIVES 

MEETING DATE/TIME:  Thursday November 12, 2015 – 6:30‐7:30pm 

LOCATION: Parklane Christian Reformed Church ‐ 16001 SE Main St, Portland   

ATTENDEES: Gary Datka – PPR     

           Maija Spencer – PPR 

                Steve Harrison – David Evans and Associates Civil Engineering 

AGENDA: 
Time  Topic  Who 

2min  1. Sign‐in, Welcome and Meeting Overview  MS 

2min 

2min 

2. Parks Replacement Bond Overview  
3. PI Process for the Focus Group Meeting 

a. Project Focus Group Role and Goals 
i. Non‐voting – information gathering to be included with cost 

and site factors in making location selection.  
ii. Looking for opinions on locations based on day to day 

associations with the park and concerns   
iii. Save questions for the end 

MS 

3min 

5min 

 

 

1min 

4. Parklane Park Master Plan Overview 
5. Project Introduction 

a. Loo Project 
b. Loo Maintenance 

6. Project Schedule 
a. Fall 2015 – Design and Public Input  
b. Winter/Spring 2015‐2016 – Design and Documentation 
c. Spring 2016 – Final Documents and Permits 
d. Summer 2016 – Construction 

GD 

15min  7. Project Presentation 
a. Park Overview/Existing Conditions 
b. Loo Siting Options 1‐3 

DEA 

10min  8. Open Forum 
a. Questions/Comments 

ALL 

2min 

 

9. Wrap up 
a. Next Steps  

i. Design team will be using your comments and PP&R 
variables to choose the most appropriate option. 

ii. Presentation and meeting notes; including project updates 
posted to the website following this meeting and in the 
coming weeks. 

MS/GD? 

 



MEETING MINUTES 

 
2100 SW River Parkway Portland Oregon 97201 Phone: 503.223.6663 Facsimile: 503.223.2701 

 

DATE: November 12, 2015 

TO: Gary Datke, Portland Parks & Recreation 

FROM: Steven Harrison, PE 

SUBJECT: Parklane Park Loo Neighborhood Association Meeting 

PROJECT: Parklane Park Loo Project 

DEA PROJECT NO: PDXX0000-0214 

The purpose of these meeting minutes is to document the conversations and voiced opinions that I heard during 

the November 12, 2015, neighborhood association meeting.  The list may not be all-inclusive, but I believe it 

includes the major discussion points. 

Discussions: 

• Neighbor raised concerns about impact to the existing trees.  It was noted that one of the goals for this 

project is to not impact the existing trees. 

• The neighbors also raised concerns about potential graffiti on the Loo.  The Loos will be maintained daily 

and any graffiti will be covered or removed. 

• The team clarified that the Loo will be uni-sex and closed during the winter months (March thru 

November).   

• One neighbor asked what the clear distance was at the ground level and if it was possible for someone to 

crawl under in/out of the Loo when locked.  The team did not have the exact clearance, but would check 

on this. 

• The neighbors noted that Option #1 provided good access, was economical (minimal utility service costs), 

and provided a better view for the neighbors. 

• Neighbor noted Option #2 might encourage public use of the access road along the north side of the park 

(negative).  And, this location is more costly to serve by utilities. 

• One neighbor noted that Option #3 may be too close to the sports fields. 

• Team noted that the ultimate Loo location will be provided with sufficient lighting for security purposes. 

• Overall location Option #1 appeared to be the best. 
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ENLARGED AREA / SITING ALTERNATIVES 

 

LOCATION 1  
PROS 
• Close to ADA entry 
• Easy utility access 
• Closest to existing HC parking 
• Close to playground 
• Visible & well-lit by existing lights 
• Easy maintenance access 
• Minimal path improvements 
CONS 
• Favors west end of park 
• Prominent / exposed location  
• Closest to existing residences 

LOCATION 2  
PROS 
• Minimal path improvements 
• Centrally located; close to ball fields 
• Maintains views into park from street 
• Visual mitigation from adjacent trees 
• Well-lit by existing lights 
• Furthest from existing residences 
CONS 
• Less visible from street 
• Additional lighting will be required 

LOCATION 3 
PROS 
• Close to picnic area 
• Centrally located; close to ball fields 
• Maintains park views from street 
• Removed from residential proximity 
CONS 
• More extensive path improvements 
• Distance to utilities 
• Additional lighting will be required 
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